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REMARKS 

1 ^-«jr.vms »>* six- r.pphcam bck»v are each preceded b> related comments of the 



E ie et i on/ R est r kl ktm 

1. Upon reconsideration, as claims 8-9 and 23-26 depend from a Bowed damn, and 
in view of applicant's cited text on page 12, line 9 that the device of Figure 2a and Figure 20 
could be so she same embodiment, these claims are so longer withdrawn. 

2. New b submitted claims 79-83 are directed to an invention that. Is Independent or 
disbud from the invent io« originally claimed for the follow tag reasons: These claims are 
directed to a me i hod of comparing deflection data with stored profiles (claim 79) a»d 
fuodiiylug profiles, (claim S3). 

Since applicant has received at! action on the merits for the originally presented 
rves it m m ntios has beet t rst> cbvelv elocte< ? t pre ion lot 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claim* 79-83 arc withdraws from consideration as 
being directed to a aon-eieeted invention. See 37 OR 1,142(0) and MPEP § 821.03. 

His noted the claims original! j presented included a vehicle suspension and 
interaction therewith. 



v i > is 79 - 83 have been canceled. 



Drawings 

3. The drawing* were received on 6/12/00. These drawings are approved to expedite 
prosecution; however, note the objections below. 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 C'FR 1.83(8). The drawings mnst show 
evers (eats re of the mventiot specifii I in tin claims therefore 5 he features of claim 6 in 
combination « h h * features of claims $-9 and the features of claim 20 in combination with 
the features of chums 23-20 must be shown or the features) canceled from the claim(s). No 
new matter shot! Id be entered, (Although page 12 of the specification discloses the profile 

i es i i it o the same 

i f is ela toed in tht same figure m * mbod meat} 
Corrected dwv< ; g he f in compliance with 3" CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the 
Of fit tci vvoh i i Huni si at f tin tppiicatkm V?n men i iruwing 

sheet should include ail of the tit j u \ i i or version t the sleet 

even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended 
drawing s&onh t i ' * s kd < df iog i eeled the 

.<-',) ,< m she replacement sh 1 1 < th 
? , fitim , ' ! i t- p >,' i t< eh t t t < 

ik-serspfiosj s best eras views of the drawings for consistency additional rej cemen 
siu ! ,< iry to show the renumbering of (he remnit 2, I 

< t > j n <. >j f i -hi i< , s > labeled in I lu < 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR IJ2i(d). If the changes 
are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant « ill be notified and informed ofaisy 
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required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not he 
held is abeyance. 

f > i < v\ v t ^ s-v t s ^" 1 I R i u ir^i i 1 Mign j\ 

, v'i.l (v, > • HOW ^ i !| \ . >- ^ i vOf\'\\ 

Fig v lo \ <■ die ha bees added ig 2 is supported i east by page nes 9 
and .10. 

i 5 U i W> i v 

claims K ■■ 9 and shows ih<j features e>! cdain; 20 in aonbinabrni ubh -he lb-attires -a 
cabins > true i Ugiae 

5. Ths ring* > (bjected to ec.ause in Fig< ^ f S ! hkm ieei filed 
6/12/06), reference numeral 57 should be .157 (pages 15 and 19 of the response filed 6/12/16 
slate (bat 57 h:*s been changed to 157 in the replacement sheet of Figure 6A, hut this has BOt 
been dom d > n the intendment to tin three paragraphs h< > i 

filed 6/12/06, 57 has been changed to 157, but again, m Figure 6A 57 has not bees changed to 
157), Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of 
the sheet ts< s 4 oh < oi m 

anieaded drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure Is to he canceled, 
the appropriate figure must be removed n I « necessary 

the remaining figures must he rennmbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may he necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each dra wing 
sheet subts tted * 1 *"> iii • * it* of an application must be i a ruled j.« the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1..121(d). If the changes 
are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not he 
held m abeyance. 



Hgu-e s> \ l\> bet-n amended 



6, rsa sjecti > < u oi the fnih « oil f hit 

a. In he I j a) « • inning it pagi I line 26 i intended n 6 2 »<> in 

the lint I of the third paragraph. "58" shoo Id apparently he "15"?". 

s nended 6/12/06 still coa i < < » * i 

o ! > controllable sus.| 

e. Page 4, lines 1-S are an incomplete sentence (on page 4, line 5, "includes' 1 should 
be "including", and on page 4, line 6 "and" should be inserted before "storing"). 

d. Page 4, line 1 ?- page S, Sine 4 are an Incomplete sentence {"is disclosed" should he 
inserted after "a method" in fine 17 of page 4), 
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e. Page 5, line 21 - page 6, Mae 6 is an incomplete sentence ("is disclosed" should be 
inserted after "a method 1 * in line 21 of page 5). 

i Page ft, lines 7-23 as amended 6/12/06' is still an Incomplete sentence ("is disclosed "* 
should be inserted after "a method" in page 6, line 7). 

g. Page I L lines h ami 9 are not accurate in reciting points in the payload 
compartment ("in" should be "on" in both finest. Appropriate correction Is required. 



n v s x \ * i \t 1 to Ju u uik t , t i i 



?, Although claim 79 is no* elected, care should be taken in future prosecution to 
avoid new mutter (i.e., there would not appear to be support in the original specification for 
a "car" as recited in line 2 of the claim). 

Claim 79 has been canceled. 

8. Claims 2-4 and 6-9 objected to because of the following informalities. 

a. in claim 6, line 4 a comma should follow '*data". 

b. In claim 7, line 4 a comma should follow "data". 

e. la claim 7, line 12 'Mravelmgwherein" should be spaced. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

7 have bee rse de 1 

9, The fo llowing Is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112s 

The Specification shall conclude with o«e or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

m Claims 2-3 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. la claim 2, there is oo antecedent basis for "said profile storage device". 

i>. In claim 3, there is no antecedent basis for "said profile retrieving 
microprocessor". 

c. In claim 8, last line there is no antecedent basis for "said retrieved profile". 

Claims 2, 3. and 8 have been amended to provide antecedent basis. 

d. In claim 68, line 7 there is no antecedent basis for "said controllable vehicle 
.suspensions'* (a controllable suspension element was previously recited in the claim). 



Claim 68 has beep canceled. 

10. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in » prior Office action, 

1 L Claims 68-69 and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) us being anticipated by 
Schubert et al <OS0G5899288A, of record). 

Schubert el al discloses a vehicle 2 operating <»« a road segment with vertical 
disturbances (Swampiness al column 15, lines 45-46), the vehicle comprising a payfoad 
compartment or cab 6, a mad > I e 22 h n ss t _S is d 

sensors associated with ■ • i element for .sensing at least one of vertical 
acceleration, vertical velocity and vertical displacement (column 4, line 59 -eolnroH 5, line 7, 
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where scasors 34 detect tiumpioess (vertical displacement) of the road surface and are used 
So adjust performance of a I least isolator or suspension dement 28). f» the test bridging 
columns 4 and 5 above, data representative of »• the vert s snips) is 

provided (to a controller} so that ss «mtimmd is issued to Use controllable suspension 
feietsestj to exert a force related to the vertical dis rbai g device 

f >s 1 s t lumn 5 hp>.s -N I" i i -s 28-32 of 

ACS 26 are adjusted in response to estimated conditions ahead of the vehicle)(daim 68), 

i 5 i i < ! ' 'j O 1 1 S i < 1 

in estimating condition* ahead of the vehicle from the sensors, the data from the sensors 
would be recorded in the controller or circuit 222 d »g the esti lit > 

noting column 1.5, Sine 14- column 17, line 24, the system uses GPS sensors and computerized 
stored maps or profiles of where it intends to go to adjust the force of suspension. This would 
involve retrieving a profile from a library of profiles. 



13. Applicant's arguments filed 6/12/06 regarding claim 68 have been fully 
considered hut they are not persuasive. In addition to the forces cited by she applicant in She 
remarks on page 24 of the 6/12/06 amendment, as noted above. Schubert ef ai also 
anticipates at column 4, line 59 ~ column 5, line 7 and column 5, hoes 46-47 using signals dwe 
to bttmptness s< ■ tditi ns estimated ahead of the vehicle, which 

would include issuing commands to the suspension 28 to exert a force related to vertical 
displacement or bunrpiness. 



Claims 68 ••- 69 and 71 have been canceled. 



54 Claims 20-26 are allowed. 

15. CSainis 4 and 6~? are objected to for the informalities listed above, hut would be 
allowable sf rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

5.1 iht lm i d 5 i P l i t i ! t e t ^ 

tepende i including all of the limitations ol he >a , n 



lo. Claims 2-3 and 8-9 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection^) 
under 35 U.8.C ill, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and so include all of the 
so > i s i v intervening claim 

Claims 2-3 and 8 have been rewritten to overcome the rejeelionts) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. 
, i i i , n L its > ol i - i i ! . i 

. v. * f \ XI h is tU p eS 1 M !1 un \, 's. v j v n > 

ckihe} depend .o<. patentable 

VU ivn.ieog ehtime are allowable. 

! anceke\ mis ii\ms \ \c k eu -.askoU d without Ttjudice or- m 
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Ail) circumstance in which the applicant has (a) addressed ceil sin comments of the 
con v t „ ! , i v a.t concedes oti-vf . < , v< s A , , . < - . w 

i i T? b t\ o h.vsc i r^dw Vibe*- Janr.s; r le u u oi canceled cUn 
does no ppl coneec f the examiner's p< 1 s - 

daan or overclaims 



Respectfully submitted. 
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